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1
AUTHENTICATION BASED ON PROXIMITY
TO MOBILE DEVICE

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATION

This application claims the benefit of priority of U.S.
Application Ser. No. 61/522,352 filed on Aug. 11, 2011 and
entitled “Authentication Based on Proximity to Mobile
Device,” the entire contents of which are incorporated herein
by reference.

TECHNICAL FIELD

This specification relates to multi-factor authentication.

BACKGROUND

Multi-factor authentication is a security protocol that
requires a user to confirm their identity using more than one
authentication technique. Using two-factor authentication,
for example, the identity of the user can be authenticated
based both on something that the user knows, such as the
password to a user account, and something that the user has,
such as a security token.

SUMMARY

In general, one innovative aspect of the subject matter
described in this specification can be embodied in processes
for authenticating the user of a computer systems, using an
enhanced multi-factor authentication protocol. Under this
enhanced protocol, one of the authentication factors can be
satisfied when a mobile device belonging to the user is deter-
mined to be physically co-located with, or proximate to, the
computer system which the user is attempting access.

Co-location with, or proximity to, the mobile device may
be evidenced by geo-location information associated with the
mobile device and the computer system, or may be based on
the existence of a short-range connection between the mobile
device and the computer system. Because the user ofa mobile
device may carry their mobile devices on their person
throughout the course of their day, authentication based on
the proximity to the mobile device may enhance the security
of the user’s authentication, without requiring the user to
provide additional information, to carry additional security
tokens, or to otherwise interact with the computer system or
the mobile device.

In general, another innovative aspect of the subject matter
described in this specification can be embodied in processes
that include the actions of determining that a user has suc-
cessfully completed an authentication factor, determining
whether a mobile device associated with the user is proximate
to a computer; and authenticating the user based on determin-
ing that the user has successfully completed the authentica-
tion factor, and that the mobile device is proximate to the
computer.

Other embodiments of these aspects include correspond-
ing systems, apparatus, and computer programs, configured
to perform the actions of the methods, encoded on computer
storage devices.

In some embodiments, determining that the mobile device
associated with the user is proximate to the computer includes
determining a location of the mobile device, determining a
location of the computer, and determining that a distance
between the location of the mobile device and the location of
the computer is within a predetermined threshold; determin-
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ing that the mobile device associated with the user is proxi-
mate to the computer includes determining the existence of a
connection between the mobile device and the computer; the
actions include determining, in response to determining that
the mobile device is not proximate to the computer, that the
user has successfully completed an additional authentication
factor, and authenticating the user based on determining that
the user has successfully completed both the authentication
factor and the additional authentication factor; determining
that the user has successfully completed the authentication
factor includes determining that the user has successfully
completed an authentication factor for gaining access to the
computer; determining that the user has successfully com-
pleted the authentication factor includes determining that the
user has successfully completed an authentication factor
through interaction with the computer; the actions include
associating the mobile device with the user, prior to determin-
ing whether the mobile device associated with the user is
proximate to the computer, wherein the association is formed
through user interaction with the mobile device; the actions
include associating the mobile device with the user, prior to
determining whether the mobile device associated with the
user is proximate to the computer, wherein the association is
formed through user interaction with the computer; and/or the
actions include determining that the mobile device can no
longer be used to authenticate any user prior to determining
whether the mobile device associated with the user is proxi-
mate to the computer, and eliminating the association
between the mobile device and the user.

Particular implementations of the subject matter described
in this specification can be implemented so as to realize one or
more of the following advantages. A user can be authenticated
by merely possessing the mobile device proximate to the
computer. In particular, the user need not execute an applica-
tion on the mobile device or enter an access code either into
the mobile device or the computer system. The mobile device
and the computer system can exchange information wire-
lessly, negating any hard-wire connections. The mobile
device need not be physically modified to prove the existence
of'a connection. The mobile device need be configured only
once. Subsequently, it can be used as an authentication factor
multiple times without requiring any physical connections or
data input.

The details of one or more embodiments of the subject
matter described in this specification are set forth in the
accompanying drawings and the description below. Other
features, aspects, and advantages of the subject matter will
become apparent from the description, the drawings, and the
claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIGS. 1A and 1B illustrate systems that implement multi-
factor authentication using a device proximity-based authen-
tication factor.

FIG. 2 illustrates a user interface for receiving information
to associate a mobile device with a user.

FIG. 3 is a flowchart of an example multi-factor authenti-
cation process.

FIG. 4 illustrates operations performed in a multi-factor
authentication process.

Like reference numbers and designations in the various
drawings indicate like elements.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

FIGS. 1A and 1B illustrate systems that implement multi-
factor authentication using a device proximity-based authen-
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tication factor. In FIG. 1A, a computer system 100a authen-
ticates a user 110a, who is attempting to access the computer
system 100a. The computer system 100a authenticates users
using multi-factor authentication, at least one factor of which
is performed in coordination with a mobile device 120a.

The computer system 100a can include one or more pro-
cessors and a computer-readable storage medium storing one
or more computer program instructions executable by the one
or more processors. The mobile device 120a can include,
among other components, one or more processors (not
shown) that execute computer applications. The mobile
device 120a can be, for example, a personal digital assistant
(PDA), a smart phone, a navigation system, a music player,
tablet computer, e-book reader, a key fob, or any other type of
computing device. Each of the computer system 100a and the
mobile device 120a can be configured to perform particular
operations or actions by virtue of having software, firmware,
hardware, or acombination of them installed on each of them,
which causes each of them to perform the actions.

The computer-readable storage medium of the computer
system 100a stores computer software programs executable
by the one or more processors to authenticate the user 110a.
The user 110q is authenticated based on the user 110a suc-
cessfully completing a multiple authentication factors,
including an authentication factor that determines whether
the mobile device 120q is proximate to the computer system
100a. Once the user is authenticated, the computer system
100a grants the user access to information, stored on the
computer system 100a or accessible through the computer
system 100q or both.

To determine that the user 110a has successtully completed
the first authentication factor, the computer system 1004 can
implement a computer software application in which the
computer system 100q that requests the user 110q to perform
an action to gain access to the computer system 100a. If the
computer system 100a determines that the user 110a has
failed to successfully perform the requested action, then the
computer system 100a determines that the user 110a has
failed to successfully complete the first authentication factor,
and denies the user 110a access to the computer system 100q.

In some implementations, to request the user 110a to per-
form the action, the computer system 110a can display a user
interface 108a in a display device 106a coupled to the com-
puter system 100a, and can request that the user 1104 provide
a user identifier (ID) and a password (PWD) in the user
interface 108a. The user 110a may have previously created
and stored a user account on the computer system 100a. When
the computer system 100a determines that the password
received in the user interface 108a is correct (for example,
matches the stored password associated with the user account
of'the user 110a), the computer system 100a determines that
the first authentication factor has been successfully com-
pleted. Thus, the first authentication factor may be based on
something that the user has knowledge of, namely, the pass-
word.

After the user 110a has successfully completed the first
authentication factor by interacting with the computer system
100a, the system 100a can implement a second authentication
factor that may be satisfied through the user’s possession of
the mobile device 120a. For example, the computer system
1004 can determine whether the mobile device 120qa associ-
ated with the user 110q is proximate to the computer system
100a.

Once the computer 100a has determined (i) that the user
110a has successfully completed the authentication factor,
and (ii) that the mobile device 120q is proximate to the com-
puter, the user 110a may be considered to be successfully
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authenticated. In such a situation, the computer system 100a
can grant the user 110a access to the computer system 100q.

The mobile device 120a and the computer system 100a can
be configured to exchange information, for example, wire-
lessly, when in physical proximity to each other. As described
below with reference to FIG. 2, the user 110a can pair the
mobile device 120a and the computer system 100a in a one-
time operation, following which the computer system 100a
can automatically recognize the mobile device 120a

Once the mobile device 120a and the computer system
100q are paired, the user 110a can successfully complete the
second authentication factor by merely possessing the mobile
device 120a when in physical proximity to the computer
system 100. In particular, the user 110a need not modify the
mobile device 120a, or manually invoke an application using
the mobile device 120a, or receive a code on the mobile
device 120a and provide the code to the computer system
100a, or provide any type of input to or using the mobile
device 120a, or even touch the mobile device 120qa during the
authentication process, to successfully complete the corre-
sponding authentication factor.

In some implementations, to determine physical proximity,
the computer system 100a can determine whether a distance
between the mobile device 120a and a reference location
satisfies a threshold. The reference location can be the loca-
tion of the computer system 100a or can alternatively be the
location of a transceiver 130q that is coupled to the computer
system 100a-through a wireless or wireline connection. In
some implementations, the transceiver 130a can be integrated
into the computer system 100a, and, in others, can be separate
from the system 100a.

The computer system 100a can determine whether the
mobile device 120q is within a threshold distance from the
reference location based on the existence of a connection
between the mobile device 120a. For example, the mobile
device 120q and the computer system 100a can be paired by
a Bluetooth connection. Such pairing may be possible only
when the mobile device 120a is within the threshold distance
from the computer system 100a. When the mobile device
120a is positioned outside the pre-defined distance location,
then the Bluetooth connection cannot be established and con-
sequently the threshold cannot be satisfied.

Upon determining that the password received through the
user interface 108a is correct, the computer system 100a (or
the transceiver 130a) can scan for Bluetooth compatible
devices within a distance from the computer system 100a.
The distance can be the range of the Bluetooth signal that the
computer system 100a transmits. Beyond the range, the Blue-
tooth signal may be too weak to establish a connection.

‘When the mobile device 120a, which is Bluetooth compat-
ible and was previously paired with the computer system
100qa, is within this distance, the mobile device 120a can
receive the signal and, in turn, can transmit signals to identify
itself to the computer system 100a. Upon receiving the sig-
nals that the mobile device 120a transmits, the computer
system 100a can determine that the mobile device 1204 is
proximate to the computer, and consequently that the second
authentication factor has been successfully completed.

In another example, the computer system 100a can addi-
tionally determine whether the distance between the mobile
device 120a and the reference location satisfies the threshold
based on strength of the connection. For example, the com-
puter system 1004 can transmit a signal and a request that the
mobile device 120a acknowledge receipt of the transmitted
signal. The computer system 100a can be configured to deter-
mine a time taken for an acknowledgement signal to be
received.
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The mobile device 1204 can include a transceiver config-
ured to receive the signal that the computer system 100a
transmits and to transmit an acknowledgement signal in
return. When a time in which the computer system 100a
receives the acknowledgement signal from the mobile device
120a satisfies a reference time threshold, the computer sys-
tem 100a determines that the mobile device 1204 is within a
threshold distance from the computer system 100q, and that
the second authentication factor has been successfully com-
pleted.

In some implementations, the computer system 100a can
determine that the mobile device 120a associated with the
user 110a is proximate to the computer system 100a by deter-
mining a location of the mobile device 120qa, determining a
location of the computer system 100a (or the reference loca-
tion), and determining that a distance between the location of
the mobile device and the location of the computer system
100q is within a predetermined threshold distance.

For example, the computer system 100a can receive its
location and the location of the mobile device 120a from a
position tracking system (such as, a Global Positioning Sys-
tem, or through WiFi triangulation). In general, the position
tracking system can be any system that can determine loca-
tions with fine granularity, such that a difference between an
actual location of an object and a determined location of the
object is negligible (for example, of the order of one meter or
afootorless). Insome implementations, the position tracking
system can provide the location of the mobile device 120a
and that of the computer system 1004 to a different system
(for example, a centralized server). The computer system
100a (or the centralized server) can determine that the dis-
tance between the two locations is within the predetermined
threshold.

The computer system 100a can alternatively determine
whether the mobile device 1204 is within a threshold distance
from the computer system 100aq based on a difference
between times registered by respective atomic clocks con-
nected to each of the mobile device 120a and the computer
system 100a. In metrology, one meter is defined as the length
of the path traveled by light in vacuum in a pre-defined frac-
tion of a second. The pre-defined fraction can be determined
using an atomic clock. The computer system 100a can deter-
mine a distance between the mobile device 120a and the
computer system 100a based on a time difference registered
by the respective atomic clocks.

By implementing the techniques described above with ref-
erence to FIG. 1A, the computer system 100a determines that
the mobile device 120a is proximate to the system 100a.
Thus, the computer system 100a determines that the user
110a has successfully completed the second authentication
factor based on something that the user 110q has, i.e., the
mobile device 120a. Therefore, the computer system 100a
successfully authenticates and grants the user 110a access,
for example, to a computer software application 145a execut-
ing on the computer system 100a.

In FIG. 1B a computer system 1005 authenticates a user
1104, who is attempting to access the computer system 1005.
The computer system 10056 authenticates users using multi-
factor authentication, during which an attempt is made to
perform at least one authentication factor in coordination
with a mobile device 1205. Specifically, the computer system
1004 requires a successful completion of a third authentica-
tion factor because the authentication factor implemented in
the mobile device 1205 was not successfully completed.

In FIG. 1B, the computer system 1005 does not detect the
presence of the mobile device 1205 within the threshold
distance from the reference location (i.e., the computer sys-
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tem 10056 or the transceiver 1305). More particularly, the
computer system 1005 implements a computer software
application in which the computer system 1005 requests the
user 1105 to perform an action to gain access to the computer
system 1005.

For example, the computer system 1005 requests that the
user 1105 provide a correct password through the user inter-
face 1085 in a display device 1065 coupled to the computer
system 10056. The computer system 10056 determines that the
requested action was successfully performed, for example,
because the computer system 1005 determines that the pass-
word received through the user interface 1085 matches a
previously created password associated with a user account of
user 1105. Therefore, the computer system 1005 determines
that the user 1105 successfully completed the first authenti-
cation factor.

However, the computer system 1005 determines that a
mobile device 1205, which is required for authenticating the
user, is not proximate to the computer system 10056. For
example, the computer system 1005 scans for Bluetooth com-
patible devices, particularly, for the mobile device 1205 with
which the computer system 1005 was previously paired.
Because the mobile device 1205 is outside the range of the
Bluetooth signal, the mobile device 1205 cannot transmit
signals to identify itself to the computer system 1005.

In another example, the computer system 1005 transmits a
signal and a request to acknowledge the signal. In one sce-
nario, the mobile device 1205 does not receive the request to
acknowledge the signal and does not transmit an acknowl-
edgement signal. In another scenario, the mobile device 1005
is beyond proximity of the computer system 1005 such that a
time taken for the computer system 1005 to receive the
acknowledgement signal that the mobile device 1205 trans-
mits does not satisfy the reference time threshold.

Alternatively, or in addition, the computer system 1005 can
determine that the distance between the mobile device 1205
and the computer system 1005 is greater than the distance
threshold by comparing the position information (for
example, GPS information) describing its own position and
the position of the mobile device 1205. Because the mobile
device 1205 is not proximate to the computer system 1005,
the system 1005 determines that a second authentication fac-
tor was not successfully completed. This can lead to two
implications—the user 1105 is an unauthorized user who
does not have access to the computer system 1005, or the user
is an otherwise authorized user who happens not to possess
the mobile device 1205 at that time.

In some implementations, the computer system 1005 can
deny the user 1105 access to the computer software applica-
tion 1455. In other words, the computer system 10056 deter-
mines that the absence of the mobile device 1205 is a strong
implication that an unauthorized user is attempting to access
the computer system 1005.

In other implementations, the user 1105 may have forgot-
ten the mobile device 1205 at a different location, such as the
user’s home. In such situations, rather than denying the user
1004 access to the computer system 1005, the system 1005
can present the user 1105 with an additional authentication
factor and allow the user 1105 to establish authenticity.

At least a portion of the additional authentication factor can
be implemented in the mobile device 12056. In some imple-
mentations, the computer system 1005 can determine if the
mobile device 1205 is within a pre-defined geographic area.
When pairing the mobile device 1205 and the computer sys-
tem 1005, the user 1105 may have specified the geographic
area, for example, the city, state, or country in which the user
1104 resides. The computer system 1005 can receive location
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formation, for example, Global Positioning System (GPS)
information from the mobile device 1206 (such as a latitude/
longitude pair) and determine whether the mobile device
12064 is within the pre-defined geographic area.

If the computer system 1005 determines that the mobile
device 1204 is within the pre-defined geographic area, then
the computer system 1005 can display a user interface 1405 to
the user 1105, and request the user to provide additional
information to confirm the user’s identity, such as through the
use of a one-time password (OTP). Thus, if the computer
system 1005 determines that the mobile device 1205 is within
the pre-defined geographic area and the user provides correct
identifying information in the user interface 1405, then the
computer system 1005 can determine that the user 1105 is
authorized and can grant access to the computer software
application 1455. Unless both conditions are satisfied, the
computer system 1005 may not grant the user 1105 access.

In this manner, in response to determining that the user
11054 has successfully completed the first authentication fac-
tor and that the user 1105 has not successfully completed the
second authentication factor because the mobile device 1205
is not proximate to the computer, the computer system 1005
can require that the user 1105 successfully complete an addi-
tional authentication factor. To do so, the one or more proces-
sors can execute computer software instructions stored on the
computer-readable storage medium to implement a computer
software application which requests additional information
from the user 1105 (for example, an additional password that
the user 1105 previously stored on the computer-readable
storage medium).

When the computer system 1005 determines that the addi-
tional information received, for example, through the user
interface 1405, is correct, the computer system 1005 deter-
mines that the user has successfully completed the additional
authentication factor. Because the computer system 1005
determines that the user has successfully completed both the
first authentication factor and the additional authentication
factor, the computer system 1005 can authenticate the user
1104 even though the mobile device 1205 is not proximate to
the computer.

FIG. 2 illustrates a user interface 200 for receiving infor-
mation to associate a mobile device with a user. In some
implementations, prior to determining whether the mobile
device associated with the user is proximate to the computer
system, the system can associate the mobile device with the
user. The user can associate the mobile device and the com-
puter system by providing information describing the mobile
device in the user interface 200. The information can include,
for example, a device identifier and a make/model of the
device. In addition, the information can include time frames,
for example, days of the week or times of the day (or combi-
nations of them), within which the mobile device can be used
as an authentication factor.

In some implementations, the association can be formed
through user interaction with the computer system. For
example, the computer system can display the user interface
200 in a display device coupled to the computer system
through which the user can provide the association informa-
tion. In some implementations, the computer system 200 can
implement a Bluetooth pairing application to identify all
Bluetooth-compatible devices, including the mobile device,
which are within a range of the Bluetooth signal, and display
the identified devices in the user interface 200. The user can
select the mobile device from among the identified devices.

In some implementations, the association can be formed
through user interaction with the mobile device. For example,
the mobile device can display the user interface 200 in a
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display section of the mobile device. The user can interact
with the user interface 200 to provide the association infor-
mation. In alternative implementations, the association can be
formed through user interactions with both the mobile device
and the computer system.

In some implementations, the computer system can deter-
mine that the mobile device can no longer be used to authen-
ticate any user prior to determining whether the mobile device
associated with the user is proximate to the computer. For
example, an authorized user may have reported that a mobile
device, previously associated with the computer system as
described above, has been lost. Subsequently, when the com-
puter system detects an authentication attempt using the lost
mobile device, then the computer system can deny access.
Further, the computer system can eliminate the association
between the mobile device and the user.

FIG. 3 is a flowchart of an example multi-factor authenti-
cation process 300. Briefly, the process 300, which be imple-
mented as one or more computer programs that can be con-
figured to perform particular operations or actions by virtue
of'including instructions that, when executed by data process-
ing apparatus, cause the apparatus to perform the actions of
determining that a user has successfully completed an authen-
tication factor (AF1) at 305. The process 300 can check if a
mobile device is proximate to a computer (AF2) at 310. If the
mobile device is proximate to the computer (decision branch
“YES”), then the process 300 can authenticate the user based
on successful completion of the authentication factor and
based on determining that the mobile device is proximate to
the computer at 315.

If, on the other hand, the mobile device is not proximate to
the computer (decision branch “NO”), then the process 300
can present an additional authentication factor at 320. As
described above, the additional authentication factor can
include determining whether the mobile device is within a
pre-defined geographic area and receiving additional authen-
tication information from the user. The process 300 can check
for successful completion of the additional authentication
factor (AF3) at 325. If the additional authentication factor has
been successtully completed (decision branch “YES”), then
the process 300 can authenticate the user based on successful
completion of AF1 and AF3 at 330. If not (decision branch
“NO”), then the process 300 can determine authentication
failure at 335.

FIG. 4 illustrates operations performed in a multi-factor
authentication process. A user 402 requests access to a com-
puter system 400. In response, the computer system 400
initiates a multi-factor authentication process. Initially, the
computer system 400 requests information that only an
authenticated user will know. The user 402 provides informa-
tion in response to the request. When the computer system
400 verifies that the received information is accurate, the
computer system 400 determines that a first authentication
factor was successfully completed.

The computer system 400 searches for a device (mobile
device 404, in this example) that only an authenticated user
will possess. When the mobile device 404 is proximate to the
computer system 400, the device 404 receives the request for
identification signals from the computer system 400. In some
implementations, upon receiving the request, one or more
processors included in the mobile device 404 can execute
computer software applications stored on a computer-read-
able storage medium included in the device 404 to execute a
computer software application.

In response to receiving the request, the application can
present a notification indicating receipt of the request. For
example, the application can display a message on a display
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screen of the mobile device 404, execute an instruction to
emit a sound or to vibrate or combinations of them. Such a
notification may alert the user 402 that the mobile device 404
has received a request from the computer system 400. Alter-
natively, such notification may not be necessary. Instead, the
application may cause the mobile device 404 to transmit
signals to the computer system 400 in response to receiving
the request.

The computer system 400 receives the signals that the
mobile device 404 transmits, and verifies that the received
signals establish that the mobile device 404 is in physical
proximity to the computer system 400. In this manner, when
the computer system 400 verifies that the mobile device 404
is proximate to the computer system, the system 400 authen-
ticates the user 402 and grants access. The authenticated user
402 can then access one or more applications executed by the
computer system 400.

In some implementations, the computer system can first
implement the authentication factor that is based on posses-
sion of the mobile device, and then implement the authenti-
cation factor based on knowledge of the password. In such
implementations, the computer system can first determine
that the mobile device is proximate to the computer system.
Then, the computer system can display the user interface in
the display device of the computer system, and request that
the user provide the user identifier and password. If the com-
puter system determines that the mobile device is not proxi-
mate to the computer system by implementing the techniques
described above, the computer system can deny the user
access to the computer system and not display the user inter-
face. Alternatively, the computer system can implement an
additional authentication factor as described above, and dis-
play the user interface if the user successfully completes the
additional authentication factor.

In some implementations, the computer system can be a
node of a centralized network and can be coupled to a cen-
tralized server. The user may be authorized to access the
centralized server only through the computer system. In such
implementations, the server can store an association between
the computer system and the mobile device. When the user
attempts to access the network, the server can implement the
authentication factors described above to determine that the
user is attempting to do so through the computer system.

In some situations, the mobile device can be associated
with more than one computer system to access the centralized
server. Conversely, more than one mobile device can be asso-
ciated with the computer system to access the computer sys-
tem or the server or both.

Implementations of the subject matter and the operations
described in this specification can be implemented in digital
electronic circuitry, or in computer software, firmware, or
hardware, including the structures disclosed in this specifica-
tion and their structural equivalents, or in combinations of one
or more of them. Implementations of the subject matter
described in this specification can be implemented as one or
more computer programs, i.e., one or more modules of com-
puter program instructions, encoded on computer storage
medium for execution by, or to control the operation of, data
processing apparatus. Alternatively or in addition, the pro-
gram instructions can be encoded on an artificially-generated
propagated signal, for example, a machine-generated electri-
cal, optical, or electromagnetic signal, which is generated to
encode information for transmission to suitable receiver
apparatus for execution by a data processing apparatus.

A computer storage medium can be, or be included in, a
computer-readable storage device, a computer-readable stor-
age substrate, a random or serial access memory array or
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device, or a combination of one or more of them. Moreover,
while a computer storage medium is not a propagated signal,
a computer storage medium can be a source or destination of
computer program instructions encoded in an artificially gen-
erated propagated signal. The computer storage medium can
also be, or be included in, one or more separate physical
components or media (for example, multiple CDs, disks, or
other storage devices).

The operations described in this specification can be imple-
mented as operations performed by a data processing appa-
ratus on data stored on one or more computer-readable stor-
age devices or received from other sources. For example, the
mobile device can include one or more computer-readable
storage devices that store the computer software instructions.
The mobile device can further include one or more data
processing apparatuses that can read the computer software
instructions from the computer-readable storage devices and
execute them.

The term “data processing apparatus” encompasses all
kinds of apparatus, devices, and machines for processing
data, including by way of example a programmable proces-
sor, a computer, a system on a chip, or multiple ones, or
combinations, of the them. The apparatus can include special
purpose logic circuitry, for example, an FPGA (field pro-
grammable gate array) or an ASIC (application-specific inte-
grated circuit). The apparatus can also include, in addition to
hardware, code that creates an execution environment for the
computer program in question, for example, code that con-
stitutes processor firmware, a protocol stack, a database man-
agement system, an operating system, a cross-platform runt-
ime environment, a virtual machine, or a combination of one
or more of them.

A computer program (also known as a program, software,
software application, script, or code) can be written in any
form of programming language, including compiled or inter-
preted languages, declarative or procedural languages, and it
can be deployed in any form, including as a stand-alone
program or as a module, component, subroutine, object, or
other unit suitable for use in a computing environment. A
computer program can, but need not, correspond to afileina
file system. A program can be stored in a portion of a file, in
a single file dedicated to the program in question, or in mul-
tiple coordinated files (for example, files that store one or
more modules, sub-programs, or portions of code). A com-
puter program can be deployed to be executed on one com-
puter or on multiple computers that are located at one site or
distributed across multiple sites and interconnected by a com-
munication network.

The processes and logic flows described in this specifica-
tion can be performed by one or more programmable proces-
sors executing one or more computer programs to perform
actions by operating on input data and generating output. The
processes and logic flows can also be performed by, and
apparatus can also be implemented as, special purpose logic
circuitry, for example, an FPGA (field programmable gate
array) or an ASIC (application-specific integrated circuit).

Processors suitable for the execution of a computer pro-
gram include, by way of example, both general and special
purpose microprocessors, and any one or more processors of
any kind of digital computer. Generally, a processor will
receive instructions and data from a read-only memory or a
random access memory or both. The essential elements of a
computer are a processor for performing actions in accor-
dance with instructions and one or more memory devices for
storing instructions and data. Generally, a computer will also
include, or be operatively coupled to receive data from or
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transfer data to, or both, one or more mass storage devices for
storing data, for example, magnetic, magneto-optical disks,
or optical disks.

However, a computer need not have such devices. More-
over, a computer can be embedded in another device, for
example, a mobile telephone, a personal digital assistant
(PDA), a mobile audio or video player, a game console, a
Global Positioning System (GPS) receiver, or a portable stor-
age device (for example, a universal serial bus (USB) flash
drive), to name just a few.

Devices suitable for storing computer program instructions
and data include all forms of non-volatile memory, media and
memory devices, including by way of example semiconduc-
tor memory devices, for example, EPROM, EEPROM, and
flash memory devices; magnetic disks, for example, internal
hard disks or removable disks; magneto-optical disks; and SD
cards, CD-ROM and DVD-ROM disks. The processor and the
memory can be supplemented by, or incorporated in, special
purpose logic circuitry.

While this specification contains many specific implemen-
tation details, these should not be construed as limitations on
the scope of any disclosures or of what can be claimed, but
rather as descriptions of features specific to particular imple-
mentations of particular disclosures. Certain features that are
described in this specification in the context of separate
implementations can also be implemented in combination in
a single implementation. Conversely, various features that are
described in the context of a single implementation can also
be implemented in multiple implementations separately or in
any suitable subcombination. Moreover, although features
can be described above as acting in certain combinations and
even initially claimed as such, one or more features from a
claimed combination can in some cases be excised from the
combination, and the claimed combination can be directed to
a subcombination or variation of a subcombination.

Similarly, while operations are depicted in the drawings in
a particular order, this should not be understood as requiring
that such operations be performed in the particular order
shown or in sequential order, or that all illustrated operations
be performed, to achieve desirable results. In certain circum-
stances, multitasking and parallel processing can be advanta-
geous. Moreover, the separation of various system compo-
nents in the implementations described above should not be
understood as requiring such separation in all implementa-
tions, and it should be understood that the described program
components and systems can generally be integrated together
in a single software product or packaged into multiple soft-
ware products.

Thus, particular implementations of the subject matter
have been described. Other implementations are within the
scope of the following claims. In some cases, the actions
recited in the claims can be performed in a different order and
still achieve desirable results. In addition, the processes
depicted in the accompanying figures do not necessarily
require the particular order shown, or sequential order, to
achieve desirable results. In certain implementations, multi-
tasking and parallel processing can be advantageous.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer-readable storage medium storing computer
software instructions executable by one or more data process-
ing apparatus which, upon such execution, cause the one or
more data processing apparatus to perform operations com-
prising:

receiving, at a computer system, user input entered by a

user through a user interface of the computer system;
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determining, based on the user input, that the user has
successfully completed an authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system;

receiving position data that includes (i) first GPS position

data that specifies a position of a mobile computing
device associated with the user, and (ii) second GPS
position data that specifies a position of the computer
system,

determining a distance between the position of the mobile

computing device specified by the first GPS position
data and the position of the computer system specified
by the second GPS position data;

determining that the distance does not exceed a maximum

threshold distance;

authenticating, by the computer system, the user for the

access to the computer system based at least on deter-

mining that:

(1) the user has successfully completed the authentica-
tion factor, and

(ii) the determined distance does not exceed the maxi-
mum threshold distance; and

in response to authenticating the user, providing the user

access to a second user interface of the computer system.

2. The medium of claim 1, wherein authenticating the user
is further based on determining the existence of a connection
between the mobile computing device and the computer sys-
tem.

3. The medium of claim 1, comprising forming an associa-
tion between the mobile computing device and the user prior
to determining that the user has successfully completed the
authentication factor for gaining access to the computer sys-
tem.

4. The medium of claim 3, wherein the association is
formed through user interaction with the computer system.

5. The medium of claim 3, further comprising:

determining that the mobile computing device is no longer

to be used to authenticate the user for access to the
computer system; and

eliminating the association between the mobile computing

device and the user based on determining that the mobile
computing device is no longer to be used to authenticate
the user for access to the computer system.
6. The medium of claim 5, wherein determining that the
mobile computing device is no longer to be used to authenti-
cate the user for access to the computer system comprises
determining that the mobile computing device has been
reported lost.
7. The medium of claim 3, comprising:
establishing a short-range wireless connection between the
mobile computing device and the computer system,

communicating with the mobile computing device over the
short-range wireless connection to determine an identity
of the mobile computing device, and

confirming the association between the mobile computing

device and the user based on the identity of the mobile
computing device.

8. The medium of claim 7, wherein authenticating the user
is further based on determining that a short-range wireless
connection exists between the mobile computing device and
the computer system; and

wherein determining that the short-range wireless connec-

tion exists between the mobile computing device and the
computer system is performed in response to receiving
the user input.

9. The medium of claim 1, wherein the user input is a
username and password associated with a user account
belonging to the user.
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10. A system comprising:

one or more computers; and

a computer-readable storage medium storing computer

software instructions executable by the one or more

computers which, upon such execution, cause the one or

more computers to perform operations comprising:

receiving, at a computer system, user input entered by a
user through a user interface of the computer system;

determining, based on the user input, that the user has
successfully completed an authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system;

accessing data specifying predetermined days or times
when a mobile computing device is permitted to be
used in authenticating the user;

determining that a current day or a current time is within
one of the predetermined days or times when the
mobile computing device is permitted to be used to
authenticate the user;

receiving position data that specifies (i) a position of the
mobile computing device associated with the user,
and (ii) a position of the computer system;

determining a distance between the position of the
mobile computing device and the position of the com-
puter system;

determining that the distance does not exceed a maxi-
mum threshold distance; and

authenticating, by the computer system, the user for the
access to the computer system based at least on deter-
mining that:

(1) the user has successtully completed the authenti-
cation factor,

(ii) the current day or the current time is within one of
the predetermined days or times when the mobile
computing device is permitted to be used to authen-
ticate the user, and

(ii1) the determined distance does not exceed the
maximum threshold distance.

11. The system of claim 10, wherein authenticating the user
is further based on determining the existence of a connection
between the mobile computing device and the computer sys-
tem.

12. The system of claim 10, comprising forming an asso-
ciation between the mobile computing device and the user
prior to determining that the user has successfully completed
the authentication factor for gaining access to the computer
system.

13. The system of claim 12, wherein the association is
formed through user interaction with the computer system.

14. The system of claim 12, further comprising:

determining that the mobile computing device is no longer

to be used to authenticate the user for access to the
computer system; and

eliminating the association between the mobile computing

device and the user based on determining that the mobile
computing device is no longer to be used to authenticate
the user for access to the computer system.
15. The system of claim 12, comprising:
establishing a short-range wireless connection between the
mobile computing device and the computer system,

communicating with the mobile computing device over the
short-range wireless connection to determine an identity
of the mobile computing device, and

confirming the association between the mobile computing

device and the user based on the identity of the mobile
computing device.

15

20

25

30

40

45

50

14

16. A computer-implemented method comprising:

receiving, at a computer system, user input entered by a
user through a user interface of the computer system;

determining, based on the user input, that the user has
successfully completed an authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system;

receiving position data that includes (i) first GPS position

data that specifies a position of a mobile computing
device associated with the user, and (ii) second GPS
position data that specifies a position of the computer
system,

determining a distance between the position of the mobile

computing device specified by the first GPS position
data and the position of the computer system specified
by the second GPS position data;

determining that the distance does not exceed a maximum

threshold distance;

authenticating, by the computer system, the user for the

access to the computer system based at least on deter-

mining that:

(1) the user has successfully completed the authentica-
tion factor, and

(ii) the determined distance does not exceed the maxi-
mum threshold distance; and in response to authenti-
cating the user, providing the user access to a second
user interface of the computer system.

17. The method of claim 16, wherein authenticating the
user is further based on determining the existence of a con-
nection between the mobile computing device and the com-
puter system.

18. The method of claim 16, comprising forming an asso-
ciation between the mobile computing device and the user,
the association being formed prior to determining that the
user has successfully completed the authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system.

19. A system comprising:

one or more computers; and

a computer-readable storage medium storing computer

software instructions executable by the one or more

computers which, upon such execution, cause the one or

more computers to perform operations comprising:

receiving, at a computer system, user input entered by a
user through a user interface of the computer system;

determining, based on the user input, that the user has
successfully completed an authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system;

receiving position data that includes (i) first GPS posi-
tion data that specifies a position of a mobile comput-
ing device associated with the user, and (ii) second
GPS position data that specifies a position of the com-
puter system;,

determining a distance between the position of the
mobile computing device specified by the first GPS
position data and the position of the computer system
specified by the second GPS position data;

determining that the distance does not exceed a maxi-
mum threshold distance;

authenticating, by the computer system, the user for the
access to the computer system based at least on deter-
mining that:
(1) the user has successtully completed the authenti-

cation factor, and
(i1) the determined distance does not exceed the maxi-
mum threshold distance; and

in response to authenticating the user, providing the user
access to a second user interface of the computer
system.
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20. The system of claim 19, wherein authenticating the user
is further based on determining the existence of a connection
between the mobile computing device and the computer sys-
tem.

21. The system of claim 19, comprising forming an asso-
ciation between the mobile computing device and the user,
the association being formed prior to determining that the
user has successfully completed the authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system.

22. A computer-implemented method comprising:

receiving, at a computer system, user input entered by a

user through a user interface of the computer system;

determining, based on the user input, that the user has
successfully completed an authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system;

accessing data specifying predetermined days or times

when a mobile computing device is permitted to be used

in authenticating the user;

determining that a current day or a current time is within

one of the predetermined days or times when the mobile

computing device is permitted to be used to authenticate
the user;

receiving position data that specifies (i) a position of the

mobile computing device associated with the user, and

(ii) a position of the computer system;

determining a distance between the position of the mobile

computing device and the position of the computer sys-

tem;

determining that the distance does not exceed a maximum

threshold distance; and

authenticating, by the computer system, the user for the

access to the computer system based at least on deter-

mining that:

(1) the user has successfully completed the authentica-
tion factor,

(ii) the current day or the current time is within one of the
predetermined days or times when the mobile com-
puting device is permitted to be used to authenticate
the user, and

(iii) the determined distance does not exceed the maxi-
mum threshold distance.

23. The method of claim 22, wherein authenticating the
user is further based on determining the existence of a con-
nection between the mobile computing device and the com-
puter system.

24. The method of claim 22, comprising forming an asso-
ciation between the mobile computing device and the user
based on user input that designates the specific mobile com-
puting device as belonging to the user, the association being
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formed prior to determining that the user has successfully
completed the authentication factor for gaining access to the
computer system.

25. A computer-readable storage medium storing com-
puter software instructions executable by one or more data
processing apparatus which, upon such execution, cause the
one or more data processing apparatus to perform operations
comprising:

receiving, at a computer system, user input entered by a

user through a user interface of the computer system;

determining, based on the user input, that the user has
successfully completed an authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system;

accessing data specifying predetermined days or times

when a mobile computing device is permitted to be used

in authenticating the user;

determining that a current day or a current time is within

one of the predetermined days or times when the mobile

computing device is permitted to be used to authenticate
the user;

receiving position data that specifies (i) a position of the

mobile computing device associated with the user, and

(ii) a position of the computer system;

determining a distance between the position of the mobile

computing device and the position of the computer sys-

tem;

determining that the distance does not exceed a maximum

threshold distance; and

authenticating, by the computer system, the user for the

access to the computer system based at least on deter-

mining that:

(1) the user has successfully completed the authentica-
tion factor,

(ii) the current day or the current time is within one of the
predetermined days or times when the mobile com-
puting device is permitted to be used to authenticate
the user, and

(iii) the determined distance does not exceed the maxi-
mum threshold distance.

26. The medium of claim 25, wherein authenticating the
user is further based on determining the existence of a con-
nection between the mobile computing device and the com-
puter system.

27. The medium of claim 25, comprising forming an asso-
ciation between the mobile computing device and the user,
the association being formed prior to determining that the
user has successfully completed the authentication factor for
gaining access to the computer system.
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